As Santhosh Agarwal participated under a false name in the
auction of house conducted by the Incometax Department and
became the successful bidder and at the time when the sale
was confirmed he denied that he ever made any bid at all, is
guilty of the offende under Section 185, LP.C.

276. Kishore Kumar was working as a Lecturer in S.R.M.
Degree College. Pragnarani was also working as a Lecturer in
S.R.M. Junior College and both the colleges were situated in the
same premises. Both Kishore Kumar and Pragnarani were
unmarried. The staff room for both the colleges was one and the
same. They used to meet very often and used to discuss several
topics. In course of time, their meeting turned into love and
ultimately they married. For some time, they led a happy
married life and one male child was born to them. After the birth
of the male child, Kishore Kumar fell in love with one senior
student, Premalatha and having fallen in love with her, started
neglecting his wife and son. Differences arose between the two
and his wife Pragnarani came to know of the love affair of her
husband and she being a highly educated woman, could not
tolerate the same. She complained the matter, to her parents,
who, in turn, reported the matter to the college Principal and
other elders. The Principal and other mediators effected a
mediation and ultimately they decided to give divorce and
accordingly, a divorce deed was executed and it was attested by
two elders. To have a legal sanctity to the divorce, the wife
Pragnarani filed a divorce petition in a court and during the
course of enquiry she produced the divorce deed executed between
the couple. The court examined the scribe and one of the attestors
in her favour who spoke about the execution of the said deed. The
husband Kishore Kumar denied the divorce proceedings'and
contended that it was a forged one. He also examined the other
attestor on his behalf who denied the execution of divorce deed
and he even denied his signature on the divorce deed. He denied
the whole transaction. Finally, the Court held that the divorce
deed was correct and it was executed between the couple and was
attested by the two attestors and the attestor who gave evidence
on behalf of the husband denying his signature on the divorce
deed was held to have given false evidence. Is he liable for any
offence?

Under Section 191, LP.C., whoever being legally bound by an
oath or by an express provision of law to state the truth or
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